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Summary: Does intra-national migration matter for partner choice? A number of conflicting hypotheses on the effects of migration on the likelihood of endogamy according to social class of origin are formulated and tested on the French historical record over the past two centuries. We conclude that migrants were less likely to marry endogamously, especially if they migrated from rural villages to cities; this is explained mainly by the fact that they thereby escaped the social pressure of their parents and peers and met more people from different social backgrounds. Contrary to what we expected, the relationships between migration characteristics and endogamy changed hardly at all over the two centuries. We also investigated whether temporal differences in endogamy could be explained partly by changes in migration patterns. We found that they could. The increase in the number of men and women living in or moving to cities was one particularly important cause of the decreasing likelihood of endogamy. Finally, we were interested in the possible bias in regional studies on endogamy. Our results show that this bias is especially large if these regions include only rural areas or cities. This is because the likelihood of endogamy differs between rural areas and cities, and is also especially low for people who move between these two types of region.
I N T R O D U C T I O N
During young adulthood, finding an attractive partner is one of the main aims of life. People go to great lengths to fulfil this aim. Some ''try out'' several partnerships before they settle, others search for a long time until they find their true love. Some marry their neighbour's son or daughter, with whom they played as a child; others migrate and meet someone in their new place of residence who finally becomes their partner. It is this difference that is the topic of this article. Does intra-national migration matter for partner choice? And, more specifically, does it matter for the likelihood that the marriage will be endogamous, i.e. that both partners originate from the same social class?
Many studies have shown that people tend to marry over a short geographical distance.
1 At first sight it seems likely that their marriage will be endogamous because neighbours tend to be from the same social class. However, one could also argue that long-distance marriages are more likely to be endogamous because a partner found at a great geographical distance might indicate a large investment in searching for a partner, and therefore an especially close fit between the partners. Alternatively, the long-distance migration might have been triggered by something totally unrelated to searching for a spouse, such as further education or finding a job. A number of conflicting hypotheses on the effects of migration on the likelihood of endogamy will be examined in this article.
In the following we will study the consequences of migration for endogamy by class of origin in France between 1803 and 1986. The choice of spouse has been the topic of a great many quantitative historical studies, in France as well as elsewhere, but they have tended to focus on geographical endogamy or on age differences between spouses. 2 The same applies to qualitative historical studies on marriage patterns, such as those by Flandrin and Segalen. 3 More attention has been paid to the study of class mobility in sociological studies of post-World-War-II France. 4 A few articles deal with the integration of migrants in parts of France, based on either the conscription registers 5 or marriage records. 6 We used the large TRA dataset for the purpose of our present investigation. 7 This dataset is especially suitable for our study. First, because France is a relatively large country we will be able to study the consequences of both short-distance and long-distance migration. Secondly, the long period allows us to study whether the consequences of migration have changed with the almost universal availability of modern means of transport, and also whether temporal differences in endogamy can be explained, in part at least, by variations in the occurrence of migration. Thirdly, because the data cover both urban and rural regions we can investigate whether the direction in which one migrates matters.
Methodologically, this study might be useful because many historical studies on endogamy are restricted to stable populations in a specific area. By investigating the effects of migration on endogamy it will become possible to evaluate to what extent the results of regionally restricted studies are biased. From a societal point of view it is interesting to see to what extent migrants integrate into their new region of residence. If the marriages of migrants are less likely to be socially endogamous than those of non-migrants, and especially if they are more likely to marry downward, this can be seen as a sign of imperfect integration.
E N D O G A M Y A N D M I G R A T I O N : R E C E N T T H E O R I E S
Whether migrants win or lose on the social ladder has been the subject of a number of sociological 8 studies, and several historical studies, mostly by American historians working with census data. Thernstrom assumed the existence of a ''permanent floating proletariat'' in America in the nineteenth century, an ''underclass'' of men, permanently on the move to nowhere. 9 This image has been strong and persistent, despite statistical reanalyses of Thernstrom's work which reached quite different conclusions. 10 Upton, Kousser, and others stress that the likelihood of social advancement after migration depends on rational factors, notably age: the younger one is at migration, the longer one has to reap what has been sown, that is to recapture the ''costs'' of migration. Other, more recent studies on careers in the past have also stressed factors such as age and schooling.
11 This reappraisal of migrants can, in fact, be seen as part of a broader movement in the historiography of the Western world. Where migrants were once seen as a marginal minority of losers, it is now common to claim that migration was not marginal at all but touched the lives of a great many Europeans, possibly the majority, and that as a consequence there was no such thing as a selection effect of an underclass of less talented men and women who would always be less fortunate than the rest.
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What migration meant for the family domain, however, is still largely unknown. Broadening the study of the consequences of migration from the economic to the family domain is interesting not only for methodological and societal reasons, as discussed above, but also for theoretical reasons. Theoretical progress can be made by systematically comparing competing hypotheses from several theories, and, as we will see below, several partly conflicting hypotheses on the consequences of migration for endogamy can be derived. Furthermore, differences with respect to endogamy between migrants and non-migrants might add to the explanation of regional and temporal differences in the likelihood of endogamy if these regions or periods vary in terms of the extent of migration. These regional and temporal differences have been the focus of much research on endogamy. 13 Why would we expect migrants to show more or less endogamy than non-migrants? In general, social endogamy is thought to be the consequence of, first, people's preferences for a partner from the same social class; second, the pressure of significant others (parents, peers, the priest for example) on one to marry within one's own social class; and, third, social segregation, making it more likely that one meets and consequently marries someone from one's own class.
14 If migrants differ from non-migrants with respect to one or more of these determinants of endogamy, we may expect the two groups to differ too with respect to the likelihood of endogamy. Research on the effects of international migration on integration, however, has shown that it makes sense not only to distinguish between migrants and non-migrants but also to look at the characteristics of the place of destination and the place of origin of migrants and the specific combination of the two (the distance between place of origin and destination for example). 15 In the literature on migration and endogamy we found one hypothesis that predicts a direct effect of migration on partner preferences. According to Sherkat, endogamy might be more attractive for people who have been uprooted. 16 They feel strangers in their place of destination and try to compensate for this by seeking friends and a partner who will make them feel at home. This is likely to be someone with the same social origins as themselves. We extend this hypothesis because we expect individuals who move over a larger distance to feel more uprooted and therefore even more likely to seek a partner from their own social class (H1a). Additionally, the effect of migration might be greater if the place of origin and destination are less alike (H1b). Someone who moves from a small village to another small village probably feels less alone than someone who moves from a small village to a city, or vice versa. Sherkat's hypothesis would also be supported if people who were uprooted for reasons other than migration were also more likely to marry endogamously. We will therefore investigate whether men and women were more likely to marry endogamously in the years immediately after the end of a war than in times of peace (H1c).
While being uprooted as a consequence of migration is thought to increase endogamy, there are also scholars who claim that, for an altogether different reason, migration will decrease endogamy according to social origin. It is sometimes assumed that individuals who are ambitious and highly motivated in their occupational career will also be more eager to escape their social class of origin by marrying upward (i.e. not endogamously). The research on the economic consequences of migration shows that it is unclear whether migrants are in general positively selected with respect to characteristics such as ambition, capacities, and intelligence. 17 However, certain circumstances might favour the positive selection of migrants.
Such a positive selection tends to be stronger if people migrate for economic reasons rather than family or political reasons. Even if we do not know why people migrate, we may assume that migration from rural to urban regions is more likely to be economically motivated than migration in the opposite direction or migration between rural areas or between urban regions. Positive selection is also more likely if people migrate over a longer distance. Such migration requires a relatively large investment. Highly motivated individuals who expect to be able to compensate for this investment in the future will be more inclined to take this risk than those who do not. We therefore expect less endogamy among long-distance migrants (H2a) and among migrants moving from rural to urban regions (H2b).
These effects would disappear if we could take these selections into account. We cannot do this with the data at hand, except in the following, admittedly restricted, way by distinguishing the intergenerationally upward mobile from those in the same class or an even lower class than their father. We assume that the intergenerationally upward mobile are more ambitious and therefore more likely to marry exogamously than the latter (H2c).
Social pressure, the second determinant of endogamous marriages, might be directly affected by migration. The larger the distance migrated, the more difficult it is for parents or peers to effectively influence the behaviour of the migrant (H3a). 18 Again, however, it is useful to look at the characteristics of the place of origin and place of destination of the migrant.
Social control of the choice of marriage partner in the French countryside has often been described. Unmarried youngsters would have met long before the age of courtship, either on the farm, during work evenings in the village, as members of local fraternities, in the fields during sowing and reaping, at feasts and fairs, in church during Mass, or at school. Work evenings -in French veillées -were common throughout the countryside. 19 In the long winter evenings, the unmarried girls of the village, their mothers, and potential suitors would join one another in a communal barn to work, mostly to spin, sing and talk, perhaps dance, and to eat and drink. What the ballroom was for the urban jeunesse dorée, the veillée was for rural populations, except that the former had leisure, while the latter also had to work. It is often said that marriages were made in the veillée: ''the spinning-room gave the lads an opportunity to observe the girls' abilities at what would be one of their most important tasks in the household. In a traditional rural society, such criteria were extremely important for the choice of a partner. '' 20 Not only was social control in evidence during the veillées, it pervaded village life and it favoured endogamy, as has often been noted with regard to geographical endogamy and sometimes social endogamy. Many proverbs expressed a desire for endogamy in the countryside, and none disapproved of it: 21 ''Qui se marie loin trompe ou est trompé (Provence); É pouse ton voisin, tu connaîtras son chien (Gascogne, Languedoc)''. 22 As elsewhere in Europe, village youngsters accepted this collective oral wisdom and protected the stock of unmarried men and women by beating up ''outsiders'' (unless they had, literally, been bought off). ''Fools'' who were courting outside their age group, their village, or social group were paraded through the village sitting back to front on a donkey; another technique was to deposit a trail of rotting vegetables or manure between the houses of the two lovers. Intense staring and vile gossiping by the women at the communal washing place or a rough charivari in front of the houses of the culprits were also used to express disapproval. 23 In the very many small villages in France in the nineteenth century, the village might to a large extent consist of family and so, it has been claimed, it was the families who did the marrying rather than the couples themselves.
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In cities, social pressure and control is presumably less effective than in rural areas. 25 Migrants who moved from a village to the city were therefore, by and large, less subject to social control, although we know that migrants from the same region often flocked together and so did not entirely escape this control. 26 Indeed, the presence of kin might have been an impetus to migrate to a particular town, 27 and one might also have migrated as a young child with one's parents to a town. Nonetheless, one might expect migration from rural to urban areas to weaken social control and thus endogamy (H3b).
Migrants moving in the other direction might, however, leave behind a relatively tolerant climate and move to a situation where neighbours watch one another closely. In this case, social pressure to marry an appropriate partner (i.e. from the same social class) might decrease to a much lesser extent, or even increase. 28 We expect that a similar mechanism might make first marriages more likely to be endogamous than later marriages (H3c). Social pressure from family and peers is probably much more effective and stronger for first marriages than for second marriages, because in the latter case the bride and groom no longer live with their parents; they are older, and more independent. Social pressure might also be especially high in regions with traditional family values (H3d).
Alternatively, individuals who experienced little social control might also be more likely to migrate than those experiencing a great degree of social control. Where families exercised little control, their children might be more likely to marry outside their own social class and to leave their place of origin. The less social control, the further children would migrate both with respect to distance (H4a) and with respect to urbanization (H4b); and the more likely it is that they would marry exogamously. We expect these effects to disappear if the strength of social control within the family and at the place of origin is taken into account.
Examples of families with little control over their children might include incomplete families (H4c) and families without much capital (H4d). The first have more difficulty in influencing the behaviour of their children because two parents can do that more effectively than one parent. The second type of family has less influence because they cannot threaten to disinherit their children if they refuse to conform. It has been argued that 24 the extent to which social control was exerted was closely linked to the transmission of property down the generations. This was one reason for the high degree of social control among farmers: they had to ensure that the farm remained intact over centuries. Segalen writes:
In traditional society, problems that would today be considered personal, whether to do with the intimacies of the heart or of the body, were the responsibility of the community. The formation of the couple, as well as concerning the young people themselves, involved the two families and the entire social group. 29 [:::] Family considerations weigh heavily on the individuals who, tend to disappear in the face of the wider aims of economic and social improvement of the family line. In these terms the couple is merely a link in the chain leading to the growth of patrimony or resisting the fragmentation of landholdings through inheritance. The individuality of the couple, or rather, its tendency towards individuality, is crushed by the family institution, and also by the social pressure exercised by the village community as a whole. 30 This is also said to be the case for the propertied classes in the city: ''Curieusement le modèle bourgeois se rapproche du modèle paysan, dans la mesure où l'institution matrimoniale coïncide avec un 'établissement'. Au mariage, les parents transmettent une partie de leurs biens à leurs enfants; ils doivent donc en contrô ler soigneusement la formation. '' 31 If regions are relatively homogeneous with respect to social class, social endogamy within a certain region will result even if people do not prefer to have spouses with characteristics similar to their own. 32 Migration to another region, especially at a large distance, would then foster intermarriage by providing the opportunity to meet people from different backgrounds (H5a). However, in some cases (the elite of small villages for example) it might be necessary to migrate to find a partner of approximately the same age and from the same social class, and indeed the geographical marriage horizon of the elites is, generally speaking, large, although the same applies to servants.
33 But we will assume that this latter case is an exception.
Again, the characteristics of the place of origin and destination might play a decisive role. First, if one migrates but ends up in a place similar in terms of composition to one's place of origin (from rural village to rural 29. Segalen 34 Secondly, if one migrates from a village to a city, the marriage market increases enormously; migrating in the opposite direction, there is little to be gained in terms of the number of potential marriage partners (H5c). These marriage-market hypotheses are also supported if members of large classes of origin marry endogamously more often than members of small classes of origin (H5d). We will investigate whether this is the case.
Conversely, migration might also restrict the opportunities of migrants, if, for example, migrants and the original population do not interact. In that case migrants are forced to marry among themselves. This might restrict their choices, especially if they are a small group. Also, in this case migration will result in a higher degree of geographical endogamy but also a lower degree of social endogamy. Segregation of migrants and the original population is more likely to happen if both groups have a different lifestyle or if the original population feels threatened (economically or culturally) by the migrants. We may assume that lifestyle differences increase with the distance migrated (H6a) and with the relative degree of urbanization between the place of origin and destination of the migrants (H6b). 35 Fear of migrants might be positively related to the size of the migrant group. 36 However, because it is easier for larger migrant groups to find an appropriate partner within their own group, the result of this is unclear.
Some characteristics of society changed so much during the nineteenth and twentieth centuries that hypotheses formulated for the nineteenth century might no longer be true in the twentieth century, and vice versa. First, distance measured in kilometres (rather than time) meant something very different in the early nineteenth century from what it did in the late twentieth century. 37 Whereas it once took weeks to travel from northern to southern France, this distance can now be covered in a day by car and even faster by aeroplane. We therefore expect distance to play a much smaller role in explaining endogamy today than it did two centuries ago (H7).
Secondly, as a consequence of improved transportation, but also of the mass media, differences in norms and lifestyles between rural and urban areas have become narrower. Even the occupational distribution in villages and cities sometimes hardly differs any more. All hypotheses predicting an effect resulting from moving between rural and urban areas should therefore be less valid now than they would have been in the early nineteenth century. More specifically, we expect decreasing effects of the difference in urbanization between the places of origin and destination (H8) and the degree of urbanization of the place of destination (H9).
Hypotheses 7, 8, and 9 also follow from the claim that social control has decreased in Europe in general and France in particular since the end of the eighteenth century. 38 Flandrin stated that:
[:::] la multiplication des conceptions prenuptials vient de ce que les jeunes gens ::: ont alors été moins soumis a leurs parents que dans le passé; ils ont fréquenté plus librement les filles; ils ont davantage choisi leur future épouse par attrait sexuel et ont imposé plus souvent ce choix à leurs parents. 39 Shorter claimed that ''the most important change in nineteenth-and twentieth-century courtship has been the surge of sentiment [:::]. People started to place affection and personal compatibility at the top of the list of criteria in choosing marriage partners. These new standards became articulated as romantic love.'' 40 And he added: ''Once the heart began to speak, it would give instructions often entirely incompatible with the rational principles of family interest and material survival on which the small community was ordered. Marry the woman you love, the heart might say, even though your parents disapprove. '' 41 Others have argued that social control was less in evidence in citiesalthough by no means absent there, especially among the bourgeoisiethan it was in the countryside 42 and thus the continuous growth in the percentage of the population living in cities would mean that, over all, social control decreased in France over the past two centuries. We also know that veillées, bundling, and charivari are now virtually absent in France, while they were common at the beginning of the nineteenth century, and thus in the countryside too the degree of social control over the choice of marriage partner must have diminished. The charivari declined in number and force during the nineteenth century, so much so that by the end of the century it could be found only in small remote places. 43 Although they remained a feature in many places until the 1880s, by the turn of the century the veillées too were wasting away. 44 And with them went the collective oral wisdom, 45 long expressed and enforced the desire for endogamy. Still, in remote areas of France, a strong sense of ''us'' versus ''strangers'' continued to exist until the 1950s. 46 All told, however, we predict that the effect of social control and thus the difference in endogamy between migrants and non-migrants diminished over time.
These hypotheses are summarized in Table 1 .
The data we use are drawn from the ''3,000 families survey'', better known as the TRA dataset. The name originates from the sample procedure used in the survey. The survey aims to collect birth, marriage, divorce, and death certificates for all French persons whose surnames begin with the three letters TRA (e.g. Tranchant, Travers). This results in patronymic genealogies of about 3,000 couples who married between 1803 and 1832 and a sample rate of about one per 10,000 inhabitants in 1806. TRA was chosen because surnames starting with these three letters occur in all languages spoken in France (including Alsatian, Breton, Catalan, and French itself). For this research we use marriage register information. All marriages for the nineteenth century have been computerized. The dataset for the twentieth century is not yet complete. 47 The dataset includes 74,562 marriage certificates. However, because information on crucial characteristics, especially the father's occupation, is missing from many certificates, models will be estimated using data from 23,641 marriage certificates for men and 23,313 marriage certificates for women.
Measurement
Endogamy is measured by comparing the social class of the father of the bride with the social class of the father of the groom at the time of the marriage. To arrive at the class variable, all occupational titles were first coded using HISCO. 48 These codes were then automatically recoded using HISCLASS. 49 This taxonomy comprises twelve classes ranging from higher managers to unskilled farm workers. For reasons of comparability these twelve classes were combined into seven classes: (1+2) higher managers and professionals, (3, 4, 5) lower managers, professionals, clerical and sales, (6, 7) skilled workers, (8) farmers and fishermen, (9) lowerskilled workers, (11) unskilled workers, and (10, 12) farm workers.
In this type of source, information on the occupation of the father is usually missing in about 50 per cent of all cases. Since this is true for both the father and the father-in-law, valid cases for about 25 per cent of all marriages could be expected. Actually, endogamy was apparent in 26,480 cases, which is clearly above what we expected. Although the likelihood of having complete information on the classes of the father and the father-inlaw is greater for the stable rural population, the dataset contains enough cases of complete information on urban migrants to allow us to estimate our models.
Migration distance is operationalized as the distance in kilometres between the place of birth and place of residence at the time of marriage. Although the way this crucial concept of geographical ''distance'' is measured is both clear as well as generally valid, there might be a few less fortunate aspects to it. To begin with, differences in topography and accessibility between places are not taken into account, even though a mountain range or a major watershed can make places that are close to one another on a map very distant in terms of access. 50 Furthermore, if the two places are identical, the migration distance will be zero, even in the case of a large city like Paris, where there might have been a sizeable distance between the actual address at birth and the address at marriage. This presumably presents only a small problem, but another characteristic of these migration-distance data is potentially more disturbing: about half the individuals were immobile; in half the cases the value for migration is zero. We therefore add a dummy variable distinguishing migrants from nonmigrants. The effect of migration distance then only applies to those who actually migrated.
Urbanization is measured using a five-category scale in increasing order of urbanization: rural towns and villages, capital of a canton, capital of an arrondissement, capital of a département, or department, and the national capital, Paris. The level of urbanization of the place of birth is unknown for those born abroad and for a small percentage of the rest of the population. They are excluded from our analyses. We measure the difference in urbanization between place of birth and residence by subtracting the category scores. The maximum difference is 4 (between Paris and rural towns and villages), the minimum is 0.
During the nineteenth and twentieth centuries France was involved in several wars (1812-1815: the Napoleonic Wars; 1870-1871, the FrancoPrussian War; 1914-1918: World War I; 1939-1945: World War II). We believe that marriages in the years immediately after these wars would have been especially affected. Postwar years are distinguished from other years by a dummy variable.
Upward mobility is measured by comparing the class of the father of the groom/bride with the class of the bride/groom when the latter married. In both cases the seven-class version of HISCLASS is used, in which mobility from classes at the bottom of this taxonomy to classes higher up is regarded as upward mobility. Because a large proportion of women and a smaller proportion of men had no occupation at marriage, we add an extra dummy 50. R.J. Johnston and P.J. Perry, ''Déviation directionelle dans les aires de contact: deux exemples de relations matrimoniales dans la France rurale du XIXe siècle'', É tudes Rurales, 46 (1972), pp. 23-33. variable to distinguish these groups from men and women who did have an occupation at marriage.
French marriage registers give information on the survival status of the parents. We measure separately whether the father is deceased and whether the mother is deceased. Two classes are deemed to have had property: the higher managers and professionals (class 1+2) and the farmers and fishermen (class 8). As this is a proxy variable, not all members of these classes will in effect have had property. There must have been a certain proportion without property, especially among the very large class of farmers. The occupational titles seldom make this clear however (if they did, there would be no problem; not only does the HISCLASS taxonomy place cotters among the group of rural labourers and large landowners among the elite, HISCO itself has a subsidiary variable noting property). Although there is thus a certain amount of ''noise'' in the data, it is reassuring that other French data make it clear that a large proportion of farmers and the elite did, generally speaking, leave something to inherit at their death. 51 First marriages of brides and grooms are distinguished from second and later marriages.
Having traditional family values has not been measured at the individual level. Instead, we used information from Todd on departmental differences in family values. 52 France consists of almost 100 departments. They have all been scored on the relationship between parents and children (more or less authoritarian) and the relationship between siblings (more or less egalitarian). Both characteristics have been combined into three categories: (0) egalitarian and not very authoritarian; (1) either authoritarian or inegalitarian; and (2) authoritarian and inegalitarian. These departmental characteristics have been linked to the individuals by using the department in which they were born.
Class size is measured by the percentage of brides' fathers that belong to a specific class. Class size is estimated separately for every five years. Since class and the sex of the children are not correlated, this percentage is a good indicator of the availability of partners for both men and women. Finally, we take the year of marriage into account because it is generally assumed that endogamy of class of origin decreased over time. To test hypotheses on the changing importance of migration over time, interaction effects of year of marriage and migration distance, urbanization of the place of residence, and difference between urbanization of place of birth and place of residence respectively are created. Before these variables were multiplied, they were centred around their mean. As a consequence, the main effect of -say -migration distance in models including the interaction effect of migration distance and year of marriage can be interpreted as the effect of migration distance in the mean year of marriage (around 1900).
Models
Because the dependent variable has only two categories, we use logistic regression analyses. In the first model only migration characteristics (distance, urbanization of place of residence, and difference in urbanization between places of birth and residence) are included. In a second model, individual characteristics are added. In a third model, interaction effects between the migration characteristics and time are included. A separate set of logistic regression models is used to investigate to what extent changes in the migration characteristics explain trends in the likelihood of endogamy. We present exponentiated effect parameters, socalled odds ratios. Odds ratios above 1 indicate positive effects; odds ratios between 0 and 1 indicate negative effects.
R E S U L T S

Description
Before we disentangle the effects of several migration characteristics and other variables, we investigate whether migration and endogamy are related. A comparison between migrants and non-migrants with respect to the percentage of marriages that were endogamous offers preliminary support for a strong relationship. Whereas only 40 per cent of male and female migrants married within their own class of origin, 53 per cent of male non-migrants and 52 per cent of female non-migrants did so ( Table  2 ). The longer the distance migrated, the greater the likelihood of an exogamous marriage. Male migrants who married exogamously migrated over an average distance of 96 kilometres, while for those who married endogamously the average distance migrated was only 69 kilometres. For female migrants the difference was somewhat less (79 kilometres compared with 60 kilometres), but still substantial.
An initial investigation of the direction of migration reveals two different types of migrant. Those who migrated from one rural place to another differed from non-migrants hardly at all with respect to the likelihood of endogamy. All migrants who moved either to or from a city were much less likely to marry endogamously. The patterns for men and women are strikingly similar.
Finally, we investigate whether the relationship between migration and endogamy changed over time (Figure 2) . Figure 2 shows two interesting patterns. First, the likelihood of marrying endogamously changed little during the nineteenth century, but decreased thereafter. Secondly, around 1930 the marriage patterns of migrants and non-migrants converged slightly. Before 1930 the ''spread'' between endogamous marriages among migrants and non-migrants tended to be about 10 per cent. After 1930, this slowly decreased to about 5 per cent in 1986.
Models
Tables 3 and 4 present the logistic regression models for men and women respectively. We will describe the results in the order of the hypotheses listed in Table 1 . According to the first hypothesis, endogamy should increase with the distance migrated because migrants feel more uprooted than non-migrants, especially when they migrate over a long distance (H1a). We find no support for this hypothesis. In all models for men and women there is a clear negative relationship between being a migrant and endogamy: migrants were less likely than non-migrants to marry endogamously. However, distance did not seem to matter: none of the effects of migration distance is significant. This means that although we found a bivariate negative association between distance migrated and endogamy, this association is caused by the fact that men and women who migrated over a large distance were also more likely to migrate to a city and to migrate between places that differed greatly with respect to urbanization (the two other variables in model 1). According to the first preference hypothesis, migrants who migrated between places that differed greatly with respect to urbanization should also feel more uprooted and be more likely to marry endogamously (H1b). Again, we find the opposite for both men and women. The greater the difference in urbanization, the less likely the marriage would be endogamous. A 1-point difference on the urbanization scale leads to an odds ratio of 0.955 for men and 0.909 for women. The odds of men who migrated between rural villages and Paris marrying endogamously were 0.832 (0.955 4 ) times the odds of men who migrated between places with the same level of urbanization. The corresponding odds for women were 0.683 (0.909 4 ). Finally, the first preference hypothesis predicted that men and women would be more likely to marry endogamously in postwar years than in 1 8 9 1 1 9 0 0 1 9 0 1 1 9 1 0 1 9 1 1 1 9 2 0 1 9 2 1 1 9 3 0 1 8 0 3 1 8 1 0 1 9 4 1 1 9 5 0 1 9 5 1 1 9 6 0 1 9 6 1 1 9 7 0 1 9 7 1 1 9 8 6 other years (H1c). We find some support for this hypothesis in the case of men. In the years immediately following a war, the odds of men marrying endogamously were 15 per cent higher than the corresponding odds in other years. Women seemed less affected by war and its aftermath. According to the second preference hypothesis, the distance migrated should be negatively related to endogamy, because those who were keenest to escape their local fate migrated over a large distance and were also less likely to marry endogamously (H2a). As discussed above, there is indeed a negative relationship between being a migrant and endogamy, but not between distance migrated and endogamy. More consistent with this hypothesis is the negative relationship between urbanization of place of residence and endogamy for both men and women (H2b). This relationship is rather strong in model 1. For both men and women a 1-point difference on the scale of urbanization of their place of residence is associated with 25 per cent lower odds of marrying endogamously. Those living in Paris were 68 per cent less likely to marry endogamously than those living in rural villages. The second preference hypothesis also predicts that the differences in marital patterns between cities and villages would disappear if we took the ambitions of men and women into account (H2c). This is very hard to do with the data at hand, but we may assume at least that men and women who are upwardly mobile compared with their father are more ambitious. This variable is included in the second model. Upwardly mobile men and women were indeed much less likely to marry endogamously than men and women who were not mobile, not even downwardly.
The association between endogamy and urbanization of the place of residence is much smaller in the second model than in the first. However, models in which the variables of model 2 are excluded one by one (results not shown in the tables) show that upward mobility explains only a very small part of this change. 54 Together, these results may be summarized as follows. The negative relationships between endogamy on the one hand and being a migrant and urbanization of place of residence on the other seem to support the second preference hypothesis, namely that those who preferred to marry exogamously migrated. However, the finding that these relationships are ''explained'' hardly at all by the ambitions of men indicates that it might be fruitful to search for other explanations for these negative relationships -explanations perhaps formulated in some of the other hypotheses.
According to hypothesis 3, the social pressure of family and peers weakened due to migration (H3a), and this was especially the case for those who migrate toward a city (H3b). This hypothesis is thus also consistent with the negative relationships between being a migrant and endogamy, and between urbanization of place of residence and endogamy. We expected social pressure to weaken between first and second marriages. This was the case for women. The odds of a woman's first marriage being endogamous were 19 per cent higher than the odds of a second or later marriage being endogamous. This is additional support for the hypothesis that under certain circumstances family and peers were less able to affect marriage behaviour. Finally, social pressure of family and peers on marriage behaviour is expected to be stronger for persons originating from a department with more traditional family values (H3d). Our findings support this hypothesis. Men and women born in departments 54 . If upward mobility is omitted, the effect of urbanization of place of residence of men in model 2 becomes 0.916, which is much closer to 0.927 than to 0.745.
where family values are more traditional were more likely to marry someone from the same class of origin.
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According to the rival hypothesis on social pressure, those who migrate are a select group of people who experienced little social pressure before migration. Based on this hypothesis, both migration distance (H4a) and the difference in the level of urbanization (H4b) are expected to be negatively related to endogamy. As discussed above, the difference in the level of urbanization was indeed negatively related to endogamy and migrants in general were more likely to marry outside their class of origin.
This second social-pressure hypothesis also predicts, though, that these relationships should disappear if we take initial differences in social pressure into account. We do so by adding to the model a variable indicating whether the parents were alive at marriage (H4c), and whether the parents belonged to the propertied classes (H4d). The survival status of the parents does not show the predicted effect, but in the models family property has the predicted relationship with endogamy. Women, and especially men, from the propertied classes were much more likely to marry endogamously than women and men from other classes. However, these characteristics do not completely explain the effects of being a migrant and the difference in urbanization between place of birth and residence. The effect of the latter variable in particular hardly differs between models 1 and 2. People who experienced little social pressure were more likely to marry outside their own social class, but they were not more likely to migrate between places that differed much with respect to urbanization.
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Both of the two marriage-market hypotheses predict negative relationships between distance migrated and difference in urbanization (between place of birth and residence) on the one hand and endogamy on the other. According to the first marriage-market hypothesis, a negative relationship may be expected because those who married over a large distance, or moved to a larger city, or moved between places that differed strongly, were more likely to meet people from a different social background (H5a, b, c). According to the second marriage-market hypothesis, those who migrated over a large distance and between very different places would be more segregated from the population in the place of destination and would therefore be forced to marry among the migrant group. Given those restrictive circumstances it was probably more difficult to marry someone 55 . The fact that family values were not measured at the individual level but at the level of department means that our non-multi-level analyses might overestimate the significance of their effect. 56. Note, however, that the effect of urbanization of place of residence is explained to a large extent by the smaller percentage of the population originating from a propertied, i.e. farming, class in the cities. from the same social background (H6a, b) . With the exception of the effect of migration distance, these predicted relationships are borne out by the data.
According to the mechanism behind the first marriage-market hypothesis, men and women from larger social classes would be more likely to marry endogamously, because the likelihood of them meeting others from their own social background was relatively high (H5d). The positive effects of size of the class of origin on endogamy for both men and women support this hypothesis. If one class of origin is 10 per cent larger than another class, the odds of marrying endogamously in the first class will be 24 per cent higher for men and 31 per cent higher for women than the corresponding odds in that other class.
Even after taking characteristics of migration and many individual characteristics into account, there is still an effect of year of marriage. In the early nineteenth century people were more likely to marry within their own class of origin than they were in the late twentieth century. We will return to this in the next section.
The last three hypotheses in Table 1 predict that the effects of migration will have decreased over time. In general, this is not what we find. Only the effect of long-distance migration decreased for men. We did not find an overall effect of migration distance on the likelihood of men marrying endogamously, evidently because this effect disappeared over time.
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Cultural differences, as indicated by differences in urbanization, are just as important predictors of endogamy in the nineteenth century as they are in the twentieth century.
Explaining changes in endogamy over time
In the introduction we assumed that changes in the likelihood, distance, and direction of migration might explain changes in rates of endogamy over time. For example, we found a rather strong negative effect on endogamy of the difference in urbanization between place of birth and place of residence. If this type of migration has become more frequent over time, this might explain the decrease in the likelihood of endogamy. To further investigate this, we estimate three more models (Tables 5 and 6 ). The first model shows the bivariate relationship between endogamy and the year of marriage. The second model includes the three migration variables, and the third model the other individual characteristics. A full model including all variables has already been shown in Tables 3 and 4 (model 2); this model shows a small unexplained trend toward less endogamy. 57 . The positive interaction effect indicates that the odds ratio for migration distance moved closer to 1.
The bivariate relationship between endogamy and year of marriage is strongly negative (see too Figure 2 ). The likelihood of an endogamous marriage decreased by about 37 per cent (1 to 0.63) over 100 years and by about 60 per cent during the whole period. The three migration variables explain a substantial part of this trend. For men, the effect of year of marriage weakened from 0.64 to 0.74 after taking migration into account; for women the effect changed from 0.63 to 0.73. For both men and women this was due mainly to increasing numbers of men and women living in large cities (analyses not shown). The migration characteristics and the other variables offer separate (hardly overlapping) explanations of the trend toward less endogamy. This can be seen from the fact that the difference in the effect of year of marriage between models 1 and 2 (both in Tables 5 and 6) Together, the other variables (model 3) explain a somewhat larger part of the trend than the migration characteristics. By far the most important are changes in class sizes (analyses not shown). At the beginning of the nineteenth century a very large proportion of the French population were farmers. As a consequence, the likelihood of a farmer's son meeting and eventually marrying a farmer's daughter was very high. At the end of the twentieth century the class structure was more heterogeneous, resulting in more contacts between members of different classes, and more exogamy.
C O N C L U S I O N
The main aim of this article was to test hypotheses on the effects of migration on endogamy by social origin. We formulated six hypotheses. One of them predicted that endogamy would increase with the distance migrated, and with the difference in urbanization between place of birth and place of residence at marriage; five hypotheses predicted the opposite. The one exceptional hypothesis was not supported by our findings. Although people might have felt uprooted after migration, this was not followed by an increased likelihood of endogamy. Nevertheless, some support for the effect of feeling uprooted was found: men were more likely to marry endogamously in the years immediately following a war than in other years. Of the remaining five hypotheses, two predicted that migration and endogamy would be negatively related because the group of migrants is composed differently from the group of non-migrants: with respect to preferences (ambitious people were more likely to migrate) and with respect to social pressure (individuals under less social pressure were more likely to migrate). These hypotheses are supported by several findings. First, we found that men and women who migrated were less likely to marry within their own class of origin. Secondly, for men, in the nineteenth century this was less likely in the case of long-distance migration. Thirdly, men and women were less likely to marry endogamously when they lived in cities and when they migrated between places that differed greatly with respect to urbanization (between rural villages and Paris for example). Furthermore, several indicators of ambition and social pressure show the predicted relationship with endogamy. Nevertheless, these two composition hypotheses are not fully supported because ambition and social pressure do little to explain the effects of migration characteristics.
There is support for the hypothesis that social pressure declines when men and women ''move away'' from their parents. Moving away can take the form of either migration, especially to a city, or a second marriage. Women (but not men) who remarried were more likely to marry someone from a different social background than women who married for the first time.
Finally, two hypotheses stated that migration should be negatively related to endogamy because migration affects the marriage market. Although the mechanisms behind these two hypotheses are very different (greater opportunity to meet others compared with forced marriage within the group of migrants), both predict the same relationship between migration and endogamy; and both are supported. The mechanism of greater opportunity to meet is also supported by the finding that endogamy was strongly related to size of class.
We conclude that migrants were less likely to marry endogamously, especially if they migrated from rural villages to cities; this is explained mainly by the fact that they thereby escaped the social pressure of their parents and peers and met more people from different social backgrounds.
Contrary to what we expected, the relationships between migration characteristics and endogamy changed hardly at all over the two centuries to which our data relate. One would expect it nowadays to be much easier for parents to visit their children even if they live elsewhere. It is also easier for men and women to meet people from different social backgrounds without having to migrate. Nevertheless, migration was almost as strongly related to endogamy at the end of the twentieth century as it was almost two centuries earlier.
Our second aim was to investigate whether temporal differences in endogamy could be explained partly by changes in migration patterns. We found that they could. The increase in the number of men and women living in or moving to cities was one particularly important cause of the decreasing likelihood of endogamy. Another was the more equal division of men and women across social classes.
Thirdly, we were interested in the possible bias in regional studies on endogamy. Our results show that this bias is especially large if these regions include only rural areas or cities. This is because the likelihood of endogamy differs between rural areas and cities, and is also especially low for people who move between these two types of region.
Finally, we were interested in the fate of migrants. Our finding that migrants were less likely to marry endogamously suggests that they were not fully integrated in their place of destination. Further analyses should reveal whether exogamy for migrants meant marrying upward or downward.
